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been able to get together more than 125 members of the
House of Commons who thought the existence of a Ministry
of more value than an eight o'clock dinner." John Russell
saw his much-tried sovereign and informed her that Palmer-
ston's action in defeating him was " most reprehensible,"
omitting to recall that it was just two years since he had
told them that his victor was " too old to do much in the
future." Then he resigned, advising with some malice
that, as Lord Palmerston had no party, Lord Derby
should be asked to form a Tory Government. So they
parted from Lord John; but at least they were spared
Palmerston.

The choice, as Derby hurried to the Palace, startled the
Palmerstonians. But their man was not without prospects,
since Mr. Disraeli had advised his leader that " it is every-
thing for your Government that P. should be a member of
it. His prestige in the House is very great; in the country
considerable. He will not give you trouble about principles,
but he may about position. He would not like to serve
under me. ..." The two had met at a party on the night
before, and Disraeli dropped a hint to Palmerston. Derby
was more explicit. He had warned the Crown that though
he could not propose him for the Foreign Office in view of
recent events and " what he might be allowed to call the
' well-known personal feelings of the Queen/ " he should
ask him to be Chancellor of the Exchequer. There was a
flood of royal warnings, and the Prince asked darkly whether
he fancied he could keep his place for long with Palmerston
leading the House of Commons. Lord Derby thought so,
and the offer was made. It was his third chance of the
Exchequer. Mr. Spencer Perceval had offered it in 1809;
he had accepted it from Mr. Canning; and here was Derby
promising that if he took it, he would find Mr. Disraeli an
able, loyal lieutenant. Protection barred the way; for they
must sink Protection if he came in. Derby demurred;
might they not leave it open until the General Election?
But Palmerston was firm, opposing "not the principle,
but.. . the expediency of the imposition of any duty, under